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Jerome Agcl 
2 i^eter ^oope r Road 
Now York, IIY 10010 

i>oar Jerry, 

Tlianks for tlie info on Mailer. If you see t ny more I 11 apjjr. ciate copies, 
sorry tliose 21 fires still bui-n because as I told you tlien youf theory is 
not pos:-ible. K so uiucli had not been butclierod out of ‘^ase Open you'd )iave seen the 
official evidence. Worae, the COnu-lssion^and the FDI knew it was impossible. Not your 
theory of the shooting but a>vy shooting by Oswald. This is beyond question in tlie offi- 
cial evidencG itself. 

This illustrates tlie problem with all tho theories that are so attractive and can 
be mado persuasive: they l^onceivod uthhout regardfor the eacisting official evidence. 

I do not remambor any Marina obsession but it takes no diffei'ence because tlie 
evidence is over^^/Sming and entirely unrofuted. 

Tho Now Yorlcer and Vogue are both Newhouso properties. 

“ailer has always assumed Oswald was tho assassin. That way he had no work to do and 
nothing to dec^rize what oozed from Ms mind. The only ’..question he ever expressed is 
wan Oswald alone. 

I nCall, and I've not yoh checked my file, Scliiller was Involved with ‘^‘ailer 
over ^ary Gilmore, the Utah killer. Scliiller got in on that ground floor. 

He did not ownf^ck iSiby. he was for a wMle his agent, for wMoh he took a mere 
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I know notliing about tlie ItcMillan angle. I'^jfe liad no intSr’jot in her. 

I'd novor known Scliiller to do any writing but the nows on TV was that he wrote 
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OJ's book. I' VO not gotten it. My interest in that case is the fitliful duplication by 
U autloritioa of all tliat was immg in tho JPIC investigation. 4o tiiough they used it 
as a text. I'm surprised thoi-e has boen no media interest or even curiosity about tliat. 

If Oswald liad fired miy s iota, as he did not, anii if theyljere as you quote ^'razier 
aa saying hlgli and to tlie right^ they'd liavo boen to JFK's rifiht and ‘'ackie was to Ms 
left. 

iie-Jj', to Wa^tter and Xgnea too. 


